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Deputy Chief, Wireline Competition Bureau 
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The Portals 
445 12''street, S.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Re: WC Docket No. 04-313; CC Docket No. 01-338; 
In the Matter of Unbundled Access to Network Elements, Review of the Section 
251 Unbundling Obligations of Incumbent Local Exchange Carriers; Triennial 
Review Order on Remand ("TRRO") 

Dear Ms. Carey: 

I am writing on behalf of XO Communications, Inc. ("xcy'). As you may recall. on March 7, 2005, 
we filed a letter with the Commission highlighting how SBC Telecommunications, Inc. ('SBC) had failed 
to engage XO in the good faith negotiations required by the TRRO in order to implement the 
Commission's new rules. We now unfortunately face the same techniques from Verizon. Verizon has 
refused to negotiate the requisite ICA Amendments to implement the new Commission directives in the 
TRRO, rather claiming that such rules are essentially self-effectuating and require no such Amendment.' 
Indeed, as you are well aware, the TRRO requires that CLECs and ILECs undertake all necessary steps 
to in good faith amend their existing interconnection agreements ( " E A )  in order to implement the 
changes reflected in the TRRO. In addition, the Commission provided a transition period of either 12 or 
18 months, depending on the affected UNE, in order to implement such ICA changes and to transition off 
all UNEs that are no longer available. Unfortunately, like SBC, Verizon has also taken it upon itself to 
ignore the clear directive of the Commission by unilaterally implementing its view of the TRRO without the 
good faith negotiation the Commission made clear is required. As we did in our letter to you regarding 
SBC, we now outline the actions Verizon has taken to also thwart XO's efforts to seamlessly comply with 
Commission directives to ensure the smooth transition of our customers to alternative service 
arrangements for affected UNEs. 

On February 18. 2005, XO sent written requests to Verizon enter into good faith negotiations to 
amend our ICAs in Verizon's territory to incorporate the rule changes necessitated by the TRRO. See XO 
Request Letters dated February 18, 2005, attached hereto as Exhibit A. On March 4, 2005, Verizon 
responded to such requests claiming that except in very limited circumstances, Verizon was not required 
to enter into good faith negotiations with XO to implement the TRRO rule changes, and that, with respect 
to the matters addressed by the TRRO, the parties' existing negotiated ICA terms no longer applied. 
See Verizon Response Letter dated March 8,  2005, attached hereto as Exhibit B. We have attempted to 
show Verizon the error of its ways by pointing out the Commission's clear requirements to follow the 
~ ~ ~~~ 

In some states, Verizon was permitted to modify its wholesale tariffs LO implement the TRRO I 

without negotiation or amending the ICA. 
tdo. of t~opies rcct.. &- -...- 
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change of law provisions in the ICAs in effect between the two companies. See XO Response Lettei 
dated March 7, 2005, attached hereto as Exhibit C. However, Verizon has shown that it is not truly 
interested in following the law as written, but rather only its erroneous interpretation of the law, not 
surprisingly an interpretation that most benefits it. 

Verizon's blatant disregard of Commission direction is evidenced simply and clearly by Verizon's 
own written words as set forth in its Response Letter: 

"The TRRO and the FCC"s implementing regulations bar CLECs from ordering new 
Discontinued Facilities as of the effect date of the order, irrespective of the terms of 
existing Section 252 interconnection agreements." 

(emphasis added). Indeed, Verizon makes no attempt to hide its strategy to thwart XO's attempts to fully 
comply with the TRRO and to ensure a seamless transition of its customers off affected elements. In the 
TRRO. the Commission required ILECs and CLECs to, in good faith, amend their ICAs to incorporate the 
Commission's most recent rule changes. Specifically, 7 233 of the TRRO clearly states that: 

"[the Commission] expect[s] that incumbent LECs and competing carriers will 
implement the Commission's findings as directed by Section 252 of the Act. Thus, 
carriers must implement changes to their interconnection agreements consistent with 
our conclusions in this Ordei' 

(emphasis added and footnotes omitted). The Commission elaborates on this obligation by stating that 
"the incumbent LEC and competitive LEC must negotiate in good faith regarding anyrates, terms, and 
conditions necessary to implement our rule changes" (emphasis added and footnotes omitted). 

The Commission further clarified in the TRRO that parties were to rely on the ICA amendment 
process to incorporate its changes, including all transitional provisions, explicitly referencing carriers' use 
of the change of law provisions in their ICAs. Indeed. the Commission emphasized that "carriers have 
twelve months from the effective date of this Order to modify their interconnection agreements, including 
completing any change of law processes." See TRRO 77 143 and 196. Verizon's position that the rule 
changes promulgated by the Commission in the TRRO are self effectuating, and that XO is required to 
enter into the Verizon form ICA amendment by April 3, 2005, just 24 days after the effective date of the 
TRRO, and almost a year prior to the date authorized under the TRRO, is clearly without basis and wholly 
inconsistent with TRRO 
TRRO fl 145 and 198. which state that 

143 and 196. Verizon's position is further undermined by the language in 

"the transition mechanism adopted here is simply a default process, and pursuant to 
Section 252(a)(1), carriers remain free to negotiate alternative arrangements superseding 
this transition period. The transition mechanism also does not replace or supersede any 
commercial arrangements carriers have reached for the continued provision o f .  . . 
facilities or services." 

Verizon's contentions that it can unilaterally implement the transitional provisions set forth in the 
TRRO fly in the face of this Commission construct, which by its clear terms allows for the replacement of 
the stated transition mechanism with terms negotiated or arbitrated between the parties. This 
Commission construct clearly contemplates nothing less than full bilateral negotiations between the 
parties of all "rates, terms and conditions necessafy to implement the [Commission's] rule changes." See 
TRRO 7 233 
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It is also important to emphasize that the Commission explicitly elected to effectuate its rule 
changes through the ICA Amendment process, recognizing that these ICAs already provide for a 
mechanism for incorporating changes in the law, and that such changes will take some period of time to 
complete. The Commission has aptly embraced these change of law mechanisms by requiring carriers to 
follow their own negotiated processes in order to give effect to the new Commission rules. Also 
recognized by the Commission decision is the fact that until the change of law process, and resulting 
negotiations, are completed, albeit within the time frames prescribed in the TRRO, the ICA terms and 
conditions as previously negotiated and agreed by the respective parties must continue to govern without 
interruption or alteration. 

The TRRO does not create exceptions to this premise or unilaterally permit Verizon to pick and 
choose which of the Commission rule changes must be incorporated into its ICA with XO and which it can 
unilaterally implement without negotiation or discussion. Similarly, nothing in the TRRO permits Verizon 
to breach its ongoing obligations to XO in its CAS. These positions, taken by Verizon. violate the clear 
directives of the TRRO. As such, Verizon should not be allowed to circumvent the very terms it 
negotiated with XO in direct contravention of Commission rules simply because it feels it would benefited 
by doing so. The Commission has explicitly set forth a process to incorporate its new rule changes into 
existing ICAs, and Verizon must be made to follow that procedure. 

Therefore, we now respectively request that the Bureau take whatever steps are necessary to 
ensure Verizon complies with the clear directives of the Commission in the TRRO. Verizon must not be 
permitted to steamroll XO, ignoring the process the FCC put in place, thereby placing XO and its 
customers in further jeopardy. Conversely, XO has no interest in unreasonably delaying the complete 
implementation of the Commission's rules. On the contrary, it is X O s  hope to quickly and smoothly 
implement all required rule changes so that its customers can be seamlessly transitioned to new service 
arrangements where necessary and without interruption. Indeed, as referenced above, XO has already 
sent requests to Verizon for negotiation of the necessary amendments to their CAS. as well as a request 
for the business line and fiber-based collocator counts to support Verizon's Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 wire 
center determinations. Despite X O s  good faith requests consistent with the process set forth in the 
TRRO, however, Verizon continues to refuse to engage XO in good faith negotiations. Verizon's blatant 
refusal to work with XO in good faith to implement the provisions of the TRRO must not be tolerated. 
Verizon's actions again demonstrate its bad faith as it continues to place unreasonable and inappropriate 
impediments in the way of its competitors, and in violation of application federal rules. Just as is the case 
with SBC, after more than 9 years of delays and excuses, it is time for Verizon to fulfill its obligations as 
required by clear Commission order. 

As we stated in our letter to you regarding SBC, this is a tenuous time for small and mid-sized 
competitive telecommunications carriers, with new mega mergers and consolidations announced almost 
weekly, and large carriers continuing to dominate the marketplace. It is thus imperative that ILECs, like 
Verizon, be required to comply with the law so competitive LECs can have the certainty they need to 
ensure uninterrupted, cost effective, quality service to their customers. 

Thank you in advance for your prompt attention to this matter. 
7 
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Februaw 18,2005 

VIA OVERNIGH T MAp 

SBC ContraGt Admlnisfration 

A I T N  Notices Managm 
31 1 S. Mrd, 8" Floor 
Four Ben Plaza 
Dalles, Tx 75202-5398 

Attached ere sepurata notlce~ from XO Comunlcatlcns Scnbs, Inc, requesting SBC begin 
goad-falth negotiatlon8 under section 262 of the 1006 T d m m  Act direoted twvard reaching a 
mutually agreeable ICA amendment that fully and properly implements the changes that have 
occurred aa a result of the Ttimnlal Review Romand O h r ,  and to the extent necessary the 
Triennial Review Order. Attached am lndlvldual notices from XO ComuniCations Services, 
Inc., on behalf of andlor ab succewjor In Interest 1D: 

xo Illinois, Inc. [ Allegiance Telecm of Illinds, Inc, 1 
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XO Cornmunicatlona, hc. 

i l t i i  S ~ n ~ i H i l l s R g e d  
n t o n . v ~  m e 0  

XO Cornmunicatlona, hc. %n 
i l t i i  S ~ n ~ i H i l l s R g e d  
n t o n . v ~  m e 0  

v,. 
USA 

February 18,2005 

SBC Contmct AdminMration 
ATTN: NdcesMmager 
311 S . A M , g h F l o o r  
Four Ben Plaza 
DallaTX 7520243Q8 

On February 4,2005, the Federal Communlcatlms Commissian (TCC") released the 
text of its Order on Remand in In the Ma~Yerof Revlewd the Section 261 lhbundhg 
Oblgatbm of Incumbent Local m a n g e  Carriers, CC W e t  No. 01-398 (7tbnniel Review 
Remand order.). The rules adopted in the Td&lR&w RmmdCkkuwnstjtute a chartae 
in law under the current lntwoonnedion agreement ('KAY between XO' end Paciffc Bell 
Telephone compeny drma 3% califomla ("Set). Pursusnt to scetron 2.1 of the Second 
Amendment &permding Certain Intervening Law, compensation, I n t e m n d o n  and 
Trunkfng Prwlelons of that 1% fonnal w r l m  notice Ls required to begh the prooesr, of entering 
Into negotiatkne to anlve at an amendment to implement into the ICA the FCGs determinations 
in the TrlsnnIal Revlew Remand W w .  

Accordingly, we hereby prwlde thla notlce, and mqumt that SBC begin goad-faith 
n@atiions under W o n  252 of ths 1096 T d m m  Acd directed towerd reachlng a mutoally 
agreeable ICA amendment that fully and P~operiy implements the changes that hnm acarrrd 
as a result d the Trdenniel Review Remand Ckbr. We intend that the negotletlans will include 
the effect of any independent state Wwlty to order unbuncMng on SBC's ongolng obligation tu 
provide access to certain unbundled network dsrnmts. 

XO notes that, pursuant to ssclion 2.1 of the Second Amendment Superaeding (Main 
lntsrvaning Law, Cornpensatfun, lntemnectkn and Trunklng Provisions of me current ICA end 
paragraph 233 of the Trksnnhl R&ow Remand O m ,  the &sting terms d the parties' ICA 
contbrue in Ned untll such time as tho Partles have executed a written amendment to the ICA 
As such, XO expeota dhat both it and SBC will mtlnLle to honor all terms and coridltions of the 
current intercon- agmement untll such tlme as a men amendment is executed. 

%O." for purposes oi this notice, refers to XO Communications arv~ces.  IW.. on behalf of 
andlor as successor In interest to XO Caliiomla. lnc. 

m m . x o . ~ m  

_I - 
-_T__I__ I -------- - 
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The main company contact for these nogotlatiom is: 

' GegI Leogor 
Director Rogubtory Contracts 
11 11 1 Suneel Hills Road 
RestM1,VA 20190 
703-547-21 09 V O ~ O  
703-547-2300 facsinm 
Emel: gogi.leeger@xc.com 

pkaee initlate the internal pmce- within SBC that Mll fedlitate thii f o q ~ ~ ~ t ,  and 
respond to this letter as axpedltloualyaa poeslble with wrkten acknowiedgwnent of your receipt 
so that we may begin the negotiafion plocess. 

our revised intemnsdlon agreemont the wire centem In your operating areas that satisfy rho 
Tier 1, Tter 2, and Tier 3 orbria for dedicated transport and DSI and OS3 loops mua be 
IderrllfbU and verified. AaordlnglY, Xo h-y requests that SBC provlde all backup data 
neoossary to veMy the number of linea end the identky of the fiber-based Eolloca~rs by end 
affig for euch end cltlco lhat SBC daim tall wlthln each tier ea ?how tbrs are defined in the 
T' Rovkm, Remand Lxrksr. ThrS data should be W d e d  by no later than Fllday, 
February 26,2005. 

Further, In order to Dmely incorporato the Trloflnlal RevCew Remand Wers rules into 

I - 
, .__--------- 

mailto:gogi.leeger@xc.com
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SBC Conbact Admlnistretlon 
A T M :  NoUcesMenager 
31 1 S. A M ,  9' Floor 
Four Bou Plaza 
Dallas, TX 75202-5388 

On February 4,2006, the Federal Communicetiona Commission CFCC") M a w d  the 
text ot its Order on Remand In h ftm Matter of Revlew oftha Sadon 261 Unbund#ng 
Ob&tions ot Incumbent Lacel Exchange Carriers. CC Docket No. 01 -338 ( ITriennltv R&rfew 
FlemanO' Order). Tho rulee adoqted in the Trleonial Revbw Remand ordsrconstitute a change 
In law under the current lntenxnneclion agreement ("ICA') between XO' and W l m d n  Bdl 
Telephone Company d#d SBC Wtawndn (SeC-). Purauant to S d o n  2.1 d the Second 
Amendment Supereedlng Codain Intervening Lew, Compensetlon, lntorconnsctkn and 
Trunklng ProviBlme d that ICA, fonnal written notice le required to begin tho process' ot entering 
into negotiedone to an(ve ai an menbnem to implement IMa the ICA the FCC'B determinations 
in the frfennkrl Review Remand O&. 

Acoordingly, we hereby provlde thls notice, and request thst SBC -in --faith 
nsgolletions under S d o n  252 of the 1996 Tolecorn Act directed toward reaching a mutually 
agreeable ICA ammnbnent mat fully and properly implements tha changes h t  ham ocwned 
as a result of the Tdennh/ Review R m U O d o r ,  In additian, formal notice Is hereby t&g 
given for purposes of again commencing neght lons  on the changes In law Implemented by 
me T~ierwdel Ra&w Orderthat wefa unthcted by the Tniinniat Review Remand Order? We 
intend that the nseoplatkns will ~nclude modled of seah 271 of the 1906 Tabcan k o n  
S W S  ongoing OM- to provide 8ooe56 to certaln unbundled nehvork elements, a6 well as 
independent state aumorcty to order unbundling. 

' TO,' for purposes of this notla, refer8 to XO Communications Services. Inc, on behalf ol 
andor as BUCCWQT fn interest to XO Wieconsln, Inc. 
* The indush of changes In law impkmted by the Tnennkl Review Older h this request 
should not be construed as a waiver of any right XO may have, and XO hereby rmenres all 
such rights, to seek immedfate dktf for SBG's continued refusal, after months of negotiation 
between the partles, to Implement thase pwlslano d the TRO not affected by appeel or 
Wacptur. 
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XO notee that, pursuant bo seotlon 2.1 of the Second Arnendrrwnt Supersarling Certain 
interv6ning Law, Compensation, lnterconnectlon 8nd Trunkfng PrOviDbne of tho current ICA and 
paragraph 233 of the Ttiennial Review Remand Of&, tb exlsUng terms c4 the pertisd ICA 
conhue in ewsCt until such tim0 as the Pa!tles have executed a written amendment to the ICh 
A8 such, XO expects that both it and SEC MI continue to honor all ierms and conditions of the 
current intemonndon agmmneni until such tlmo as a wrltten amendment is executed. 

The main company contact for these nqdatbm is: 

Gegl Lweger 
Diractor Regulatory contracls 
7 1  111 Sunest Hllle Road 
Rsston, VA 20180 

703-547-2300 fac8fmMo 

Pleaso initlate the Internal processes within SBC that will facllitate this mquest, end 

703-547-2109 VoiCS 

Email. gegi.leegeroxo.cwn 

respond to thls later as expednroualy 88 posdblc with Wmon acknavlodgernent d your recalpt 
80 that we may begin the nogorbtlMI process. 

wr m'sed interconnsdlon agreement, the wire canters In your opwatlng maas that satisfy the 
Tier I ,  Tir 2. end Tier 3 crlterla for dedicated transport and DS1 and OS3 loops must bo 
identlftad and verlfled. Accordingly. XO hereby requeets that SBC provide all backup.dete 
necmsary to Vamy the number of lines and the IctenWy of the fiber4med cdtocators by end 
olflce for each end dflcs that SBC claims fall *In each tler 86 thaw tiers are deAned in the 
Trbmid Revlsw R m n d  onler. TMa data should ba provrded by no laber men Friday, 
Febf~e~y 26,2006. 

Furfher. in wdw to timely incorporate the Trlsnniel Review Remand older's rules into 



-_---_cR .Jr- - 1 ' ; m  XO COMHVNICATIONS 116704 P.006 

On February 4,2006, the Federal CommunicatiooS Commiwion ("FCC") releered the 
text of its Older on Remand in In tho Mettsr or ReW oftha Setion 251 Unbundling 
~ m o n S  oflncumbent Local Exrhange Conlee, CC Docket No. 01-338 (71fe1mia/ Review 
Remand OK&"). The rules adeptod in the Triennial Revfew Remand OrdermstlMe a change 
in taw under the current interoonneaion agreement rtcA*) betwoon XO' and Paoflo mil 
Telephone Company W a  SBC WVmh ("SBC"). Pursuant to Section 21 at the $econd 
Amendment Superseding Certain lntervwjng h w ,  Compeneatfon, Intmnectlon agd 
Trunk@ Ptuvlsions d that ICA, formal witten notice fs roquired to begln tho process of enterlng 
into negotiations to anhro at an amendment to Implement into the ICA the FCC's determinatkas 
h ttm T h n W  kbvfew RemandOrdw. 

Aw;ordingly. we hemby provide thki rotice. and request that SBC w i n  good-fatth 
negMhtlons under Section 2 s  of the 1- Talecorn Ad directed toward reaching a mrtually 
agreemble ICA emondmem thst fully and property implements the changee Mat tlaw ooarned 
as a result of the TrieMial Revlow Rmmd CWw. In additton, formal notice is hereby being 
ghmn for putpckm of Wln  oommonclng negotlatrons on the changes In law implemented by 
the T~i~ReeviswOrdorthatwsmunaffeotedbyths friennklReviswRemandOrder.2 We 
Intend mat the negotlatbna will include the atfed of secthn 271 of the 1998 Telacom Act on 
=e ongoing. obllgaibn to provide awes8 to certain unbundled network slernenfs, as well as 
independent state author& to order unbundling. 

' TO." for purposes of this notice, whre to XO CommunlcaUons SeMea, Im., on behatf of 
~ d / w  &o wcce9sa( In intorost to Allegiance Telemm d CSlEfomie, Inc. 
The Inclusion of ohamp in law implemented by the Triennial Review Otddsr in this request 

should not be construed a6 a wahror of any right XO may have, and XO hereby r e s e w  all 
such rights, to seek Immediate retiel for SBCs continued rofusrrt, after monihs of ne@tiation 
betwoen the paw, to implement thase pnrviJions of the TRO not flffected by appeal or 
vacatur. 



XO notea that, pursuant to S d o n  2.1 of the Second Amendment Supemding Certain 
Inferveining Law, Compensation, InterconneaElon and Trunking Prwlsrons of the anent ICA and 
psragraph a d the r-01 ~ e v l e w  ~emmt7d order, me axiang m s  of  he pevtlss' ICA 
continue In Meat u d  wldr tlme as the ParUea have executed a wrhtctn amendment to the ICA. 
A6 wch. xo expects that both a and SBC WIN c O r M ~ t 0  honor all term0 and oonditkxMdtne 
current intemnneollMl agrwment until such time as a mitten amendment is exemad. 

The maln company ctmtaci for these nogotlatkns is: 

Oegi w 
Dimctor A ~ l e t o r y  Cantracts 
I 1  11 1 Sunset Hill6 Roed 
Reaon.VA 20190 

703-5.47-2300 faceirnlfo 
Emall: gegl.leeger0m.m 

Flwcle initlate the internal pmcesaes wlthln SBC that WNI facilitate this ruqquest. and 

703-647-2108 V O b  

respond to this letter as expedttioudy as possible with written &nowedgemsnt of your receipt 
so thet we may begin the negotiation process. 

our revbed interconnection agreemem, the whe centem In your m u n g  areas that satisfy the 
Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 criteftsrie for dedicated transport and DS1 and OS3 Eoops muss bo 
identined and verified. Accordhgly, XO hereby requests that SBC provMe ail backupdata 
necessary to vw the number of llnes and the Identity of the fiber.baaad collocalo~ by end 
cdi i i  for each end offioe that SBC claims fall wfthln each tler as those tiem are d s H d  in me 
Tn'ann6d Review Reinand O d .  fhi6 Uata should be provided by no later then Friday, 
February 25,2005. 

Further, in order to Umely incorporate the Triennial Review Remand Or&& rules into 

vyW.xn.com 

http://vyW.xn.com
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February i 8, W!5 

SBC Contrad Admintstratton 
ATTN: NaticesMa~gw 
31 1 S. Akard, 9" Floor 
Four mi plara 
Dallas, Tx 75202-53913 

On Februsry 4,2005, the Federal Communications Ccmmhdon ("FCC") released tha 
text of its Order on Remand In In the W t e r  dRevlsnv dthe swkm251 Unbundthg 
Ob@?Mn6 of Incumbent l a d  Exchew6 camem, CC Docket No. 01 -3243 ( '7iiemhl Review 
Remand Ordet.). The rules adopted In the Ttfmnkl RMew Remand OrderaonStiMb a change 
in Im under tho current fnteftonneulon agreement ("ICA") baonreen XO' and lflinds Bell 
Telephone Company dlwd SBC Illlnoie (%E"). Pursuant to Soalon 2.1 of the Second 
Amenmnt Superseding Cerrein Irttwenhg Law. Compeneetlon, Interconnection and 
Trunking Provisrone of W ICA, f o r d  mnten n o m  is required to begh the prooese'of enter7ng 
Into negotiations to arfiva st an amendment to implement into the ICA the FWs dotennlnations 
in the TrLmW Rmkw Remand 0 ~ 9 ~ ~  

Accordhgly, we hereby provide this notice. and mquest that SBC begln good-faii 
negotiations under Seaion 252 of the 1996 Tdecom Act directed toward roPrding a mutuilrly 
agreeable ICA amendment that fully and propedy Implements the dmgw that haw bccurred 
ES a result of the TMnW R w k w  Remond O*. In addition, formel notlce is hereby being 
given for pumsoa d agaIn commencr 'ng negotktbns on tha changes In law Implmted  by 
the T&n& Review Onkpr mat were unanmeu by the Ttienn/4/ Re& Remand Order? We 
intend that me negotlatlone will lndude the deal of wctlon 271 of the 19W Telecwn Ad on 
Sf3C's ongoing obllgetlen to p d d e  acce86 to certain unbundled n w r k  elem- (IS WI88 
independent atate aurhority to order unbundling. 

' XO,' for purpoeos of this notice, refers to XO Communications SerViae, Im., on behalf of 
aWor 88 s1y)c861*~ in Intorest to Allegiance Telocom of Illinois, Inc. ' The inclusion of changes in law impremented by the Trlennial Review Older In this r6quest 
should not be construed as a waiver of m y  right XO may have, and XO hereby resews all 
such tights, to seek irmodlato relief for S W s  Cormnusd mfuml. after mMnhs of negotiarim 
betwen the partjm, to implement those provisions d the TRO not elfectsd by appeal or 
vacatur. 
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XO notes that, pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second Amendment Superseding Certahl 
Intmming Law, Compensation, Interconnection and TnmWng Provisbm of the current ICA and 
parsgraph 233 of the Tr/ond.& Review R m n d  OrUq the 8xIMng tcmr, 0t the parties' ICA 
continuo in affect untll ouch Ume IVI the Partfee have executed a mHten amendma to the ICk 
Aa wch. XO expects that both I! and SBC wHI continue to honoral term and condMns ofthe 
current InterwnneoUon agreement until such time as a wmten amendmmt Is oxecmd. 

The main company contact far these negdaths is: 

Gegi L%sgM 
Directar Regulatory Contracts 
11 1 I 1  Sunset Hills Road 
Rseton,VA 20190 
708547-21 09 voice 
708-541-2300 facsimile 
Emall: gegi.teeger@xo.com 

Phsci  Initiate tho lntemaI processes withln SBC that will fwltate this request, and 
respond to this letter 88 cucpsditkusly aa possible With wriaOn acknowl~embnt of your receipt 
80 that we m y  begin fhe negotlatlon process. 

our rovised Interconnection agreement, tho wire oentem in your operating areas thet satlsty the 
Tier 1, Tier 2 end Tier 3 crlterla for dedicated transport and OS1 and 053 loops must be 
iUentrt[ed and verMed. Anwdngly, XO hereby reques5s that SBC proVrd4 all becltup.data 
neceesery to verity the number of linea amY tha IdenUty d the fiher-bad cdocators by end 
odflce for each end ofke that SeC claims fall wlthln each tier as those Uors are defined in the 
T d m W  Revlew R a M d  order. This data should be provided by no later then Friday, 
February 25,200s. 

Further, in order to tlrnely lnmrporate the Triennial Revtew W m U  Orders rules into 

Sncyel y. 

mailto:gegi.teeger@xo.com


February 18,20M 

sBccocmacxAdnlnibtratkn 
ATTN: NoSwr Manager 
31 1 S. Akard, sh Floor 
Four Bell Plaza 
Dallas, TX 75202.6398 

On February 4,2005, the Federal Carnmunlcatlons Cornmidon released tho 
text of its Order on Remand In In the &mer of Revlew ofttte Section 2 5 7  Unbmdhg 
Obtlgmrkos of IflnrrnbeMLacal Exchsngs Cmbs, CC Docket No. 01-338 [T&mIal Rsview 
Remand O&t"). The nrlss adopt~I In the T&?nIal Review Remand (hderconstltu a change 
in law under the wrrmt lnlereonnectlon agreement (7CA") betwoen XO' and Mlohigan Ball 
Telephone Company dMa/ Sec MichlOan C S W ) .  Pursuant to Sectlon 2.1 of the Second 
Amendment Superseding CerrSln lntervenlng Law, C m p e n ~ & ~ ~ ,  lnterconneerlon and 
TrunWng Prwisiorts of that I-, formal notice le requlrad to begfn the process bt entering 
into mgotktlons to arrive at an amsndment to implement Into the ICA the Fcc's detenlnations 
in the Tdenniel Flsvlew Remand m e r .  

~ccordlngly, we hereby p M e  this nctice, and ques t  that SBC begln good-faith 
negatlationa under Section 262 of the 1886 Telocom Act directed towanj reming a mutuaiy 
agreeable ICA amendment mat fully and ~roporly lrnplemenb the changesthat have occuned 
as a result of the Trisnnbl Review Rmmdorder. In addWun, formal notice Is hereby being 
given for purposes of again rxmmnctng negotiations on  the^ changes ln taw lmplclmented by 
the TrCrennial R a b w  order that were uflefkted by the Tnknnisl Revfew Remand 0rder.P We 
intend that the negotiailans wlll include the dkci of 6ectlon 271 of fh 1996 Telearsn Act on 
SBCs ongoing obligatlm to proYide ~ c ~ e s 5  to celtain unbundled ne(W0rk elements, as well as 
independent state authority to order unbundlfg. 

'xo," for purpases of this notke, refere to X o  ~ m u n h t ~ m  s e ~ ~ l o e s ,  ~m., on behalf of 
and/or a8 BUDD.MOT In interea to Allegiance Telecom of Mcohlgan, Inc. 
the inclusion of changes in law implemented by the Trlennlel Review Order in mis reque8t 

should not be cumtrmd a8 a w a k  of eny rlght XO may have, and XO hereby resenas all 
such rights, to seek immediate rellef for SBC's continued ref&, after months of negotiation 
between the partlea, 0 Implement thw provisions oi the TRO nat affected by e p p d  01 
VacFitur. 

vu.m.com 

http://vu.m.com
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XO note6 that, pursuant to Sedion 2.1 of the S m d  Amendment Superseding certsin 
intervening Law, Compensatkm, Intemnection and Thlnklng ptovlslons d the currant ICA and 
parqraph 233 of tho triennbl Revfew Remand O t W  the ndatrng term d the parties' ICA 
continusineftoctunUlsYchthneestheP~eshaveclxscutedawftteMamondm4nttothsiCA. 
As such, XO e- that both It and SBC Wrli continue to honor all terms and conditions of the 
current interoonneotkn agreement UrMl such Ume ~a Wmen emencbnent Is executed. 

me main company contact far Utese negotiation8 is: 

ow -r 
arrodw~latorycontracts 
11111 SunsotHiuSRoad 
Reeton, VA 20190 

70!3-547-2300 fadmile 
Wl: gqi.leegefQxo.com 

Please inklate the internal procease6 wlthin SBC that will fadlitale this request, and 

703-547-2109 Voice 

respond to this l&ter BPI expdftkusly m passiblo wlth written ecknowledgement Or ywr d p t  
so that we may begin the negotlauon process. 

our rwlsed intermneaton agreement. the wire M e n  In your operating areas that mttsfy the 
Tier 1 ,  tier 2, and Tier 3 criteria for ddcated transport and OS1 end DS3 loop0 mu& be 
idwitjfied end wrifled. Accordlngly. Xo hereby requests that SBC provide an backupdata 
necessary to verify the number of lines and tho idenwy of tho flbsr-based collacators by end 
offies for eech end office that SEC cWms tall Mhln each tier as thaw tiers am defined In the 

Furlher, in order to timely inoorporats the fdlonnial Reevlew R m n d  W t w s  rules Into 

_- 
----I--- , __._ ~ -_- __I----- 

http://gqi.leegefQxo.com
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SBC Centred Adminiatratfan 
A V N :  NotioeeIhnuger 
31 1 S. Akard, gm Floor 
Four Bell Plaza 
D M ~ .  TX 75202-6398 

On February 4,2005, the Federal Cammunications Commission ('FCC") released the 
text of Its older #I Remand In In the Matter of f?&sw d the Secabn 251 UnkmWg 
tM&atiOns of Incum&ant Looel Exchange Carrkm, CC Docket No. 01-338 (7rlenr~hl RtMsw 
Remand O W ) .  The rules adopted In the TtfenM Revlew f7emand Order oonstitute a change 
in law under the ccrrrem interconnection @moment ("11%") between XO' and Southwestern Bell 
Telephone, L.P. drwa SBC Missouri ("SBC"). Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second 
Arnondmeni Superseding Certain lntervenlng Law, Compensation, Interconnsctlon *d 
Trunklng Prwlslara of that ICA, formal written notice is requlred to bagin the process of entering 
into negotlatbne to arrive at en amendment to implsment Into the ICA the Fcc'6 detominatlons 
in the tdmnkl Rev(ew Remand Order. 

Aceordlngly, we heieby provide this notlce, and requw that SBC begin @.faith 
nogotiaton6 under Sadkn 252 GI the 1998 TerecOm M directed toward reaching a mutually 
agreeable ICA enwn&nent that fully and ploper(y lmplernwtta the chpnges that have occurred 
a8 a mutt d the Tr/tmt@ Review Rmsnd Order. In addition. formal notice Is hereby being 
glwn for purposss of again commencing negotWrons on the changes in law implemented by 
the Ttfmnial Review O&r that ware unaffoctcd by the Tdenriial Revfew Remend 0rder.l We 
intend that the negotlatlon~ wlll inoluds the effect& SOQlon 271 otthe 1996 Telacom Act on 
SBC's on& obagation to prwide acces8 to csrtElln unbundled network dements, aa well aa 
fndependent stat0 authority to cider unbundling. 

' "XO," for  purposee of thfs notice, refers to Xo Commun~cationa Services, inc., on behalf of 
W o r  a8 succe~sw in interest to Allegiance Tele-cum d Mlssourf. Ino. 

The irrclushn of change6 in law implemented by the Triennial Revlew Order in this requeet 
should not be construed M a waivar of any right XO may have, and XO hereby m6ems all 
euch rights, to seek rmrnediate rellef for SBC's continuad refusal, after months of negotialion 
between the partha, to knplemom those provisions of tho TRO nat affectad by appeal 01 
vacatur. 

nuMI.kO.COm 

http://nuMI.kO.COm
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XO ndc8 that, pursuant to Section 2.1 d the Second Amendment Superseding Cenah 
Inbw@ning Law, Compensation, lnterconnedlon and TmnWng Prwisbns of tho current ICA and 
paragraph 233 d the tdennlal Revlew Remand O W ,  the existing tonns d me parlie# ICA 
contInue in deal untl such time no the Partlea have oxecumd B written amdment to the ICA. 
As such, XO expecta that both il and SBC will continue to honor all te rn  and ccmdhiorw of the 
current interconnection agreement until such Ume as a wrltten amendment IS executed. 

The main company contact for theso negotfetlw Is: 

Gegl Lmger 
Directlr Regulatory Contracts 
11111 SunsetHlllsRoad 
RWOt’t, VA 20190 
703-547-21 09 VOiCa 
703-547-2300 facsimile 
Emeii: gegl.leegerOxo.com 

Please lnltiate the Internal processes Whin SEC that will fadlltata this request, and 
respond to this lettor as axpeditlously an possible WfWI wrltten acknowledgement of your receipt 
w that we may begin the negotiation process. 

our revised interconneaton agreement. ths wire centers in your cpsrating arms that satisfy the 
her 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 criteria for dedicated transport and DSi and DS3 io- must be 
identified and verified. Accordingly, XO hereby requests that SBC Provrcr, Bu bedrup.data 
necessary to verify the number of lines and the identfty d the fiber-based cdlooators by ond 
office for each end o f t i  that SBC claims fall within eauh WM as those tlers 8re defined in the 
T m n M  Review Remand Onlor. This data should be provided by no later than Friday, 

Further, in oruer to timely incorporate the rriennlol Retdew Remend Onws rules into 

February 25,2005. 

Sincerely. 

http://gegl.leegerOxo.com


USA 

February 18,200s 

SBC COntraGt Administration 
A m  Notice~Manager 
31 1 s. Akard, BD floor 
Four Bail Plaza 
oallas,T% 76202-5m 

On February 4,2005, the Foderai Communications Com~~~issfon ("FCC") relmed the 
texl of its Order an Remand in In the Matfw of Revkm d ttm Section 261 Unb,wrapYng 
OE@atians of incumbent Local M i w p  ~~, CC Docks No. 01 -338 ("Menniel Revlew 
R m n d  Onler). The N I ~  adoptad In the T/fennia/ RWaw Remand CkbsrmnsHtUts a change 
in law under the current interconnection agreement ("EA") between XO' and Ohio Eel1 
Telephone Company Ma/ SBC Ohio o. Pursuent to SocVon 2.1 d the Samd 
Amendment Suporsdlng Ceftain Intervening law, Compensation, I n t e r c o n n ~  w d  
Trunking P d o n a  of that ICA, tomwl wrltton d c e  is required to begin the proceae of entering 
info negotfatlone to arrhn, at an amendment to implement Into the ICA the FCC's deCenninaUons 
In the T&nn.it?l Rdew Remand Order. 

Acoordfng)y, WB heWy provide thle notica, and roqueet that SeC begln goDd-tafth 
negotlatlom under Sadton 252 d the 1888 Telecom Act directed towmi reaching a mutuailly 
agreeable ICA amendment that fully end prcpwly Implements the chan~ea that have ocourrad 
88 a reauk of the MenW Revfew R m d  O&. In addition, formal nolice is hereby Wng 
given for purpwes of -In commencing negotiatbns on the changes in law hnplemented by 
the Tdennlel Rnview Ortlerthat warn unaffected by the TtIennM Review Remand Order? We 
intend mot the negotktirons will !dude the sffsct of secilon 271 of the 1898 Teleccm Ad on 
SBC's ongoing aMigatlcn to pravfde (LOQBBB to certain unbundled network elements. as well as 
independent state authority to ordet unbundling. 

' TO," for pupme of this notbe, refem to XO chxt71nun-s Services, ine.. an behiif d 
andlor as SUCCeeSOr In internsf to Allegiance Telocwn of Ohio, Ino. 
'The lndueion d changes In Iew impremWrtsd by the Trlennld Review Ode( in this request 
should not be conslrued a6 a waiver d any right XO may have, and XO hereby rmam all 
such rights, to seek lmmcdlato relk?f for sBc'6 continued refusal, after months of negotiation 
between the panreS. tc implement those provieions d the TRO not atfedad by appeal or 
VBCatuI. 
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XO ndes that, pursuant to Section 2.1 of tho Sscond Amendment Supemcling Cenain 
InteWng Law, Cempen6atkm, I n t s m ~ n  and Trunking Provisions Ot he  current ICA and 
paraeraph 233 d the Trlennlel Review Rmand Oftis, fhe existing t e r n  of the parties' ICA 
amtinue k, M a d  untll such time as VMPaMm haveexeurtede writtenamendmcnttothe IC%. 
As such, XO expect8 that both it and SEC will mntlnuo to honor all terms end CMlntiOns of the 
current htercannouion agreement until wch time aa a wmen amendment 10 executed. 

The maln company contact for these negdattons is: 

Qegl Leeger 
Director Regulatory conmrcbp 
11 11 1 Sunset Hllls Road 
RWm.VA ZOlgO 
703-547-2108 Mk;e 
703-547-2300 f E d m i l O  
Email: gegl.leegercpxo.#rm 

Please initiate tho intemel P~OGBSSOS wlthin SEE that will fad'mate this request, and 
rmpond to this letter as expeQItioudy as posslble with w- acknow(odgement of your receipt 
80 that we may -In tho negut&tion process. 

our twlsed interaonnscbion agreement, the wire centers In your operating area0 that satfsfy the 
Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tor 3 arttetia lor dedicated tmneport and 0 5 1  and DS3 kopa must bo 
ictantWl and Wtrlfied. Accordingly, Xo hereby requoets that SBC pmvtde all b & p  data 
necessary to tho number of lnee and the Identlly of the flber-bssed ~ollocators by end 
offke for each end office that SBC claims fall Whin eeeh tier as tho- tkrs are deflned In the 
Trlennhl R&ew Remand OtW. Thb data should be prOvlded by no later than Frldey, 
February 25.2005. 

Further, In order to nmdy incorporate the T h b /  Ffevisw Rmand OnWs rules into 
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February 18,2006 

On February 4,2005, the Federal Communications Commiselon ("FCC") released the 
text of its Order on Remand in In the Maftwd Rev/ew ofthe Secthm 251 Unbund/tn# 
ObIlQatkKlc of Incumbent Loeal Exdmge Caniem, CC Doaka No. 01 -338 (7rmhI Rwlm 
Remand Orclor). Tho rule6 adopted in tho Trlennlel R d e w  RemwU Oderconetiulto a change 
in law under the curram intercavldon agreement ('IC%") tetween XO' and Southweetern Bell 
Telephone, L.P. W a  SW: Texas (IseC7. Pursoant to Won 2.1 of the Second Amendment 
Superseding Certaln lntewenfng Law, Compartsanon. Interconmaion and frunkhg Provisions 
of that ICA, formal W ~ W  ndce is reqoired to bagin tho roCBs8 of entering Into negotiations to 
arrive at M amendment to implement into the ICA the F & 's detarmlnations in the TrfennW 
Review Remand O&. 

negotletiom under section 252 of the I096 Teleoom Act directed towad reaching a muruillry 
agreeable ICA emendment that fully and properly implements the changes that have ocwned 
as a result of the TrienW Review Rmmd WW. In addltlon, formal notrce Is hamby being 
glmn for pulpoaw of egaln commwlng mgoriations on the changes in law implemented by 
tho Trlennlal Rsvlew Ordsrthat wore unaffeated by the TriennJal Review Flemcmd0rdw.z We 
Intend mat the negotWm win include the effect of eectlon 271 of me 1998 Teiecom Aot on 
SBC's ongoing obligation ta provlde access to c W n  unbundled notwork elements, as well as 
independent state authority to order unbundling. 

Accordingly, we hereby provide this notlce, and request that SBC begin goad-tam, 

' TO,' for purposes of this nrjtioe. refers to XO CunmunicaMs  service^, Inc., on behen of 
and/or am GuccLIIyIDr In interest to Allegiance Talecorn of Texas, Im. 
a The induslon d changes in law implemented by h Trfennial Revfew Order in this reques! 
should not be construeU a6 a waiver of any rlght XO may heve, and XO hereby resonas all 
suah rights, to swk immdiata rdief for SBc's continued refusel, after monmS of negdiatforr 
between the parties, to implement those provlsrons of the TRO nol affected by appeal or 
vacatur. 
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XO rotos that, p u ~ n t t o  Seozion 2.1 d tho S e m d  Amenbnenz Superserllng Certain 
Intervrkling Law, Compendon, I n t e m m n  and Trunklng PfmMom of the current ICA and 
paragraph 233 d the Thnnial Revlaw Rarnand O&r, Ute ewrsting terms al the parUes’ ICA 
continue in effect untll such time 89 the Partiea haw executed a W e n  amnment to the ICA. 
Aa such. XO expects- both it and SBC will continueto honor all terms and consRfcns ofthe 
current intemnnectlon agreemom Unw such time a6 a w r h n  amerrdment is oxacuw. 

The main company contact for these negotlatlons ie: 

Pleaare initlate the internal pmcemes withln SBC that will fecilite this request, and 
respond ta tMs letter ~IB expedltioudy a8 possible with wrlffsn acknowledgement d your receipt 
so that we may begin the negctlation procoss. 

Further, in odor to timely incorpwats the Trkpnnlal Rmhw Remand Qrder’s ruh into 
our revised interwnnection agreement, the wlre centem in ywr opmtlng areas that satisfy the 
Tier I, Tler 2 and Tior 3 criteria W dedicated transport end DSI and DESI loops must be 
identified and VSrffieU. Accadlngly, XO h e m  requests that SBC provide all backupdata 
neceswy to vertty the number of linea and the identity d the fibor-based co~ocators by end 
Omce for each end Mce that SBC claims fall Hl/thh) each tlsc 88 thoss tiom are defined in the 
Triennd Revlsw Remand Ordsr. Thls dam shaukl be ptovrdod by no later than Friday, 
February 25, XJOS. 

umr.w.com 

.- 

----I--- , _-__ __-_- I__--- 

http://umr.w.com


February 18,2005 

On Fob~w 4,2006, the Fedeml Communications Cornisdon ('FCC") reteased the 
text d 116 Order on Remand in In the Matter d Rehw ai the Section 261 U n b u m  
ObiigatrOne d Im-t Local E d m n ~ 8  Cartiem, CC Docket No. O i  -338 (Trunnin! Review 
Remand orde/). The rules adopted in the THennkM Revfew R m n U  OrdsroOnslW a change 
in law under the Current interconnection agreement (%A7 beween XO' and Michigan Bell 
Telephone Company dlwal SEC Michigan ("SBC;'). Pursusnt to Sedlon 2.1 of tho Second 
Amendment Supemding Certain Intervening Law, Compensation, Interconnection e@ 
Trunklng Providons of that ICA, formal written nothe ie roquired ta begin the pmcess d entering 
into negotiations to a m  at an amendment to Implement in& the ICA the FCC'S detorminstfonc 
in the 7rfcmnii.I Revim Remand Odw. 

Accordingly, we hemby provide thle notice, and mquest that SBC begin pod-faii 
negotialians under SBOtron 262 d the f OM T e l m  Aot dlreoted toward reachlng a mutually 
agreeable ICA amend men^ that fully and plaporly implements the chenges that have oocurfed 
a6 a result of the Trlennisr Revlew Remaw Orcfec in eddition, fomul notice is hereby bdng 
given for purposes of again commencing naQotlatlms an the ohmgee in law implemented by 
the M i m i d  Revfipw Orderthat were unaffoaad by the Trkmiel Review Remand Ordoc? We 
intend that the neootiQtkns will lndude bhe offedof sedion 271 ofthe 1996 Telecun Act on 
S W s  ongoing obll~lion to provide accese to certaln unbundled network demente, as woli as 
independent state aulhorfly to order unbudling. 

' "~0,"  for purposes ot thls notice. Mom to XO ~ m n i o a t f o n s ,  ino., on Man of coast to 
coest TelecarmunlcPtfons, Ino. 

The inobion of chenges in law implemented by the Triennial Review Order in thb request 
shodd not bo construed M a waiver of any %M XO may neve, and XO hereby msetves all 
such fights, to seek immediate nli for SBC's continued refusal, eftsr momhs d negotietion 
between the parties, to implement those provlsione of the TRO not aftecred by appeal or 
vacatur. 

WIHw.xo.com 

http://WIHw.xo.com
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The main company contect for these negaUatlons Is: 

Geei Leeasr 
Dimor ReguWry Contmcts 
11111 SunsstHUkRwd m. VA 20190 

Emai Oegi.ieeger&o.com 

703-547-21W vdoe 
703-547-2300 fsceimw 

Plsase initlate the internal pmcesses W n  SeC that will faditate this requset, and 
respond to this letter a8 expedtidy as posaible with writton acknowledgement of your mipt  
BO that we may begin the negotiation procem, 

FUm\M, In OrdW to ff tllely -rate the TnMr?/e/ Review R~?atvY ordsrs NLee intD 
our revised Interconnection ragreement, the wire cantera in your operating areas tnat sakfy me 
Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 crfteria for dsdlcated tmnsport end DS1 and DS3 loops m W  be 
identifiud and verified. Accordingly, XO hereby requpsta thw SBC provide dl backup.data 
necassae to vsrity the number of lines and the idomity of me tiber-btamd dotxitors by end 
df i i  for oach end office that SBC dabns fall within each tier as moeS tfen am definod In the 
Tmmful Review Remand O& This dah should be provided by no later than Friday, 
February 26, MOS. 

Gegi Leeger 
Director Regulatory Contraots 

http://Oegi.ieeger&o.com
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SBC Contract Administration 
A T I N  NotlcesMenager 
31 1 S. Akard. eh floor 
Four Bell Plaza 
Dallas, TX 75202-5398 

On February 4,2005, the Federal Commonicatlons CommlssiOn ("FCC) released the 
text of it6 order on Remancr in In the Maitor of Reevkm d the sodlon 251 Unkmdung 
OWWons of Incumbpnt Local ExEhenge ~~, CC Docket No. 01-338 (7riennlal R&w 
Rem& ordsr). The rules adopted in the Triennial Review Remand OrdercarstitUte a 
in taw under the current InteraMnsdbn agreement ("ICA") between XO' and Illinois Bet1 
Telaphono Company Waf SBC Illhde ("SEC"). pursuant to sectlan 2.1 a f  the Second 
Amendment Superseding Certain Intmentng Law, Compensawn, hterconnectim and 
TrunWng Prwfslons of met E A ,  formel wr(tten notlce b required to begfn the proces-of entering 
into negotiation% to arrive at an amendment to Implement into the ICA me FCC's dstermlnatlons 
in the Tn'ennial R w k  Remand Ordca: 

Accordlngty. we hereby provide this norbe, end request that SW; begin gwd-taith 
negoUPPkns under Sectlm 252 of rhe 1996 Telecom Act directed towrard reaching a rnutuaily 
agreenble ICA amendment that fuUy and propedy implements tho changes that have occurred 
86 a muR of the T-fendal Rw&w Remand O w  

XO notea that, pursuant ta Sectlon 2.1 of the Second Amendment Sopersedng certain 
Intervening Law, Compensetlon, lntsrconneotlon and Trunkir~g Provlslona of the cumm ICA and 
pera~raph 233 of the T~fennlal Review R m a n U ~ e r ,  the axiSting terms of the pwtfea' ICA 
canthue in srted untll SUGh time as the Parties haw executed a written amendment to the ICA. 
& such, XO expects that both 1 and SBC will conlnue to honor all tcma and condwons of the 
current intmonncctlon egresmernt until such time as a H e n  amendnent is exeated. 

' %o," for purposes ol this MOCO, refers to XO Communications Servlws, Inc.. on beheif of 
andlor es SUGCBSGL)T in interest to XO Illinois, Inc. 



The main company anteot for these negotiations is: 

wwnt.Lo.com. 

http://wwnt.Lo.com
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XO CommuniwUmu. Inc. 

11111 SulrwtUiWRWd 
nuton. VA lDlW 
uar 

February 1 a, 2006 

SBC Contract Administration 
A m  NatcesManeger 
31 1 5. Aksrd, 8'" floor 
Four Bell Plaza 
Dall=, TX 75202-5398 

On Fobruary 4,2605, ths Federal COmmunicetlDns Commlssbn ("FCC") relsascd the 
text of its Order on Remand in in the MeitPrd RS!JbW of fbe sedlan 251 UnbunMrig 

RmaM OroW). The rules adopted in tne Ttienniat Review Remand Orderconstftuie a change 
in law under the current lnteroo~ecuOn agreement ("IGA") between XO' and Southwestern Ball 
Telephone, L.P. drbla SBC M n s a s  ('SBC"). Pursuant to seotlon 2.1 d lhe Second 
Amendment Superseding Certain Irnemning Law, C o ~ t l o n ,  lntemnedlon a,pd 
TruWng Provleim of that ICA. formal Wmten notice is required to begfn the pmces of entering 
into negotiations to arrive at an amandment to implement Into the ICA the FCC's deteninatians 
in the Tfltmr~W Review Remand O m .  

Accwdlngly, we hereby p d d e  this notlcs. and request Mat S E  b a n  good.ftxlth negoilatlons 
under Section 252 of the 1- Tekaorn Act directed toward reaching a mutually agreeable ICA 
8rnendmnt that fully and properly implments tho changes that have ocourrcld as a result a f  ?.he 
Tdiennlsl ReWw FkKnand Mer. In Ilddltlon, foml  notlce I6 hamby being giv4n far purpose6 
of again Eommendng neg&tla on the chanpos in law I m e d  by me T&nnlel Re- 
Oatwarthat were unaffscted by tho Trfenniel Review R m U  O d d  We intend that the 
nogothlloos wiil include the effm d seotlon 271 of the 19W Telecam Act on SBC's ongoing 
obllgafbn to p m v ~  access to certaln unbundled network slments, as well as h#lependsnt 
state authwtly to order unbundling. 

OrntbnS Of hUUnbWlt EXChaw No. 01 -338 (mi& RdeW 

' -0," for purpasee of thir notice, refers to XO Communioationa Servtce~, tnc., on behalf af 
andlor as wccaB8or In interest to XO Arkansas, Inc. 
'The indushon of Ehangea in law lmplementefl by the Trlenniel Raview Order n thb request 
should mi be m W  as a Weivsr of any right XO may have, anUXO hereby fe8we8ell 
such rights, to seuk immediate relid for S W s  continued refml, after months of negotiation 
between the patties, to implement those prwidons of the TRO m affected by appeal or 
vacatur. 



XO COHHUNICATIONS 

XO notss that, pursuant to Section 2.1 af the Second Amendment Supeneding Certain 
Intervening Law, Compsnsation, InterconnecUon end Trunklng P d s b s  d the ourrent ICA and 
paragraph 233 of me TtiemW R8L” hmand -, the erdstlng terms of the pedes’ ICA 
continue In offeu until wch h e  w the Parttea have eXOMed a wrftten amendment to the ICA 
As suct~, XO expeatsthat both 1 end SE!C WN continue to honor ell tsrms and cml i t fm of tho 
current intsrconnoctlon agreement until such time as a mitten amendment If sxeaned. 

The main cc~lpany contad for these negotratlans is: 

Qeol L-W 
Mrecltor Regufabry Contracts 
11111 SuneetHItbRoed 
Reston. VA 201 90 
703-547-2108 Voice 
703647-rn tacsM1s 
GrW gegi.leegor0xo.com 

P l w e  initlete the int& prowesea wlthin SBC that will fadfitate thls request, and 
respond to this lettor aa expediticxlely a6 poselMe with wttten ecknowledQement of your receipt 
so thnt wo m y  begln the nsgotiatldn prom8s. 

our r W  intercclnnedion agreement. the wire centers in pur  operatrng ureas that satisfy the 
Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 Wrln for dedieatsd transport and OS1 end OS3 loopa must be 
idenWied and verified. Accordhgiy, XO hereby requests that SEC prw[de all badtup.data 
necessary to verb the number of fine6 and the MentIty of tho fiber-based cdlocators by end 
atfioe fw each end onics that SBC dahe fall within each tlsr ea those tiora are defined in the 
Tllennial Review Rmand &rbx lhl8 data should be prwlded by no later than Fdday. 
February 26,2005. 

Further. in o w  to timely incorparate the Tdmflld Review R m n d  O W s  rules it-& 

63 + 
Gegl Leager 
Director Regulatory conlraots 

http://gegi.leegor0xo.com
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XD CafnmunWont, lnc. 

11 I I 1  sum WUk R d  
R r r 0 n . W  20124 
UW 

Februwy 18,2006 

SRC contract Administration 
A T I N  NotioesManager 
311S.Akard.OrnRoor 
Fwr Bdl Plaza 
Dallas, TX 75202-6398 

On February 4,2006, the Faderal Canmunbt&ns Cwnmlssion (“FCC“) released the 
text of its order on Remand in In the Matter of &view d me SeGtiOn 2 5 1  Vnbundlh~ 
Wlptbns of Incumbent mal Exchangs Carrim, CC Dodoat No. 01-358 (Triennial Revfow 
Remend order). The des adopted in the TrfenM Revfew Utnnand Ordwconstituk, a changa 
in law under the Ourrent intemnno*bn agreemem ~1C.A”) between XO’ and Tho Southom Nan 
England Telephone Company We/ SBC Conneotiw (“SBC”). Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the 
Second Amenbnam Superseding Certeln Intervening Law, Compensation, Interconnection and 
Tnrnking Provtslone of that ICA, formal wrftten natlce is required b win the plocesa of entefing 
Into negotlatlons to arrlve at an amendment to Implement into the ICA the FCC’s detenninatlons 
In tt!a Tdennial Revlew Remend Odw. 

Accordingly, we hemby provldm thk notice, and requost that SBC begin good-faith 
negotiations under section 252 of the 1986 Telecan A41 directed toward reaching a mutually 
agreeable ICA amsndmant that fully and propafly Implements the changes lhat have ooourred 
as a rasylt of the Trknnia/ Revlew Remand Ordsr. In adU[Uon. formal notlca is hereby being 
given for purpose8 of again co-g negotlmtions on the changes in law lrnplemonted by 
the M W  Rev& Drdsrthat were unaffected by the T&nn/al Revisw Remand &&d We 
inlund that the negotiations will Include the effect of section 271 of tho 1 DW Tdwm Act on 
SBCS ongoing oblQaUon to provide access to CafIajn unbundled network dements, as well aa 
independent state authdiy to order unbundling. 

’ %Or for purpoa~s of this notic., refers to Xo communications Ssrvicss, Inc.. on behalf of 
andlor as SUCCOEWX In Intorest IO XO Conneoticut, Inc. 
The Induoion of changes In law lrnplementod by the Trlenniel Review Odor in this queet 

should rtc4 be constnred a8 a waiver of any rlghl XO may have. and XO hereby reserves all 
such fights, to sedc fmmediate dif for SBCs continued refusel, after months d negotiation 
betweon tho partiee, to implement those prwkions d the TRO not affected by appeal or 
Mcetur. 
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xo note6 that pursuant to Smcfion 2.1 of the Second Amendmant Superseding Certaln 
Intemking Law, Compensation, interconnedion and Tlunklng Plwidons of the a ~ ~ o n t  ICA and 
paragraph 233 of the Tmnhl Review R m n d  O m ,  the exlsting terms ol the paRies' ICA 
oonftnue In Moct untll such time 88 the ParftS6 hew sxe~xried e wrltten Bmdndmemto the tCA. 
As wzh, XO expects thet both Land SBC mll canthue to honor all terms and mnMorm dthe 
currant intmomsction agreement until such time as a milten amsndmnt ie executed. 

The main company mntaci for theso nngbtlatlons is: 

Gegl ~ S O W  
Dircrdar Reguletory Contram 
i l l 1 1  SunmtHHMsRoad 
Rsston,VA 20190 

703-547-2300 facsimile 
EmeH: gegi.leogerCPr(o.com 

PI- initlate the h W n R l  proceases within SBC thot wlll faellitate this request. and 

703-547-21 08 voke 

respMld to thls Waf as sxpedrtkxlsly 86 possible wkh wrltten acknowledgement of your receipt 
so that we may begin the negotisikn process. 

our reviscd intemnneotim agreemom. the Hlim centers In your operating areas that satisty the 
Tier 1, Tier 2. and Tier 3critetiator dedicated bunsport and OS1 and DS3 locps must be 
idenWied and verified. Accordingly, XO hereby requests that S6C provlds ali backupdata 
necesssry to verify the number of llnes and the ICrsntrty of tho flbsr-basod collocat~a by end 
office for each end oflice that SBC clslm fall wlthin each tier as thoae tiem are dofinad in the 
T M W  Rev&w Remand O&r. This data should be provldsd by no later than Mday, 
February 25, m. 

Further, in order to tlrndy Incorporate the Triennial Ftf!wbv Renwrd Order6 rules into 

http://gegi.leogerCPr(o.com


SBC Contract Adminbtrstlon 
A m  NoticasManager 
311S.Akard,QmFloor 
Four Sell phza 
Dallas,lX 762024398 

On February 4,2006, the Federal Communt&s Commleslon ('Kx") released the 
text ob its Order on Remand in in the Malterd Re* of fh8 Section 251 U ~ ~ L U I ~ ~ I Q  
Ob/igatk)na of Incvmbmt bcel ExcYmg8 kvr(ertr. CC Dodrst No. 01-338 (TrMNmlal Revlew 
Remand order"). me rules adopted in the T&nnM Rwlew Remend c h / e r c a W  a change 
in law under the curem interconnectton agreement (ICA") betwesn XO' end Indlana Bell 
Telephone Ccmpany d/b/a/ SBC Indinna 0. Pureuant to Sectlon 2.1 cf the Second 
Amendment Supersedhg Certah Intewnlng Law, Compeneiatkm, Intsmnectlon apd 
TrunWng Prwkiom of that I-, formal written nc?lce ts required to begln the pmom ot entering 
into negotiations to arrlva at an emendment to implement into the ICA the FCC's detsrm(ndOn6 
in the Tironnel Revfew Rotnand O&. 

Aecordlngly, we hereby provide this notiw, and request that SBC a%eh, good-Wth 
negotWon6 under W o n  262 of the 1 geS Teiocom Act dlreeted Ward reachfng a mutuatiy 
agrooabio ICA amendment that fully and pmperiy implements me changes fhat have occurred 
as a meult of tho Trlennlal Rwtow M a n o  Ottkx In addit[on, formal notice hr homby being 
givan for purpa600 of again commsnclng negotiatrons on the changes in law lrnplernonted by 
the Trlenniial Review Odrthat were unaWeeW by the T M a I  Reviow Wetnarm Odor? We 
intend mat the negotiation8 will Indude the erreu of secllwr 271 of the 1998 Telearm Act on 
SBC's ongdng obltgation to provide aooo~ar to certtlln unbundled natwMk elements, as well as 
h d e w n t  state autnoay to order unbundling. 



G q i  Lew 
Dimtor Regulatory Conwacb 
11 11 1 Sunm Hills Road 
Reaton.VA 20180 

702-547-2300 facsimile 
Emall: gegi.l~orOxa.com 

703-547-21 09 voice 

Ploase initlate the internal proceeseo within S8C that wlll facif[tats this request, and 
respond to this letter as oxpedltlou8ly as possible wlfh wrHten acknowledgement of yoor receipt 
so that we may lx@n the negotiatbn process, 

Furlher, In order to timely Inccuparale the TrlennW Review Remand O w e  rules hrto 
our wised lntsrconneellon m m e n t ,  the Wim centers h your cperatlng eraas mar aatssty the 
Tier 1, Tler2, and Tior 3 ulterla for dorllcated tmwport and DSl and D$3 loops must be 
imMd and verified. Amrdhgly, XO heroby requocrts mat SBC provide all beckupdata 
necessary to veriry the number of Bnes and the Identtty d tho flber.beeed cdl-tors by end 
office for each end &e that S8C claims fall wfthrn en& Uer 8s those tien, are ddlned In !he 
Triennial Review Remnd O W .  This data should be proVrded by no later then Friday, 
Febmry 25,2005. 

d2 + 
Qegl Lceger 
Dlrecior Re~ulatoy Contracts 

-.rn.com 

http://rn.com
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xo communlutlonr, IhQ. 

11\13 S"nnnHln.RoId 

SBC Contract Admfnistrakm 
A T I N  NoticesMBn~sr 
31 1 S. Akerd, e" Flwr 
Four Bsll Rem 
Dallas, TX 75202-5398 

On February 4,2006, the FeUeml Communications Cornisdon ('FCC") hbmed the 
text of ita Order on Remand in In the AWterof Review ofthe seetkn 251 Unbunding 
Ob@utims of Incumbent Local Ex&ange Caniem, CC Docket No. 01-338 (7riennial Revfew 
RmanU O m .  The N b S  adopted In the Mia/ Revfew Remand OrorsrwnatlMe a Ehange 
In law under the current interccnnedlon agreement (YCA") between XO' and Southwoatsm Bell 
Telephone, L.P. dlwa SBC Kansas ~ S C ) .  Purrruant to Soction 2 1  of the Socond Amendment 
Superseding Cartah I n t m l n g  Law, Compeneatlon, lnterwnneotlon and Trunktng Provleions 
of that ICA, formal written n o t i  is required to bogln the procese af anterlng into nogotlations to 
arrive at an amendment to implement Into the ICA the FCC's deterrninatlons in the TrImnW 
Revlaw RemenU O m .  

AccarUingly, we hereby provide this notbe, and request that SBC begin poobtelth negotiations 
under Section 252 of tho i9QS Telawm Aa directed loward rsachlng a rnuhrally agreeable ICA 
amendment that fully and properly implementn the changes that haw occurred a~ a result d the 
Triennia/ Review Remand Order. In add[tlon, formal mUce is hereby behg given for purposee 
of again m a n c h g  rtegotiatlons on the changes in law implsmemed by the T&m/a/ Raliew 
Omerrhat ware unaffected by the T h n M  Revtew Rm8nd CWw! We Intend that the 
neptfa!fons will Include the effect d seUlon 271 af the 1990 Telec~m Act an W s  ongoing 
obligation to plovtdo accem to certaln unbundled network elments, 88 well as lndepndenl 
stat0 authw to older unbundling. 

' 'XO: for purposes ot 6 s  n o w ,  refem to XO Cammunlcatrons Services, Inc., on behalf of 
and/or as 8ucc886(K In IMereSt to xo KanaM, Ine. 

Tho induelon of chmgss in law irnplwnented by tho Trienninl M a w  Order In thls requeat 
should rot be construed M a walvar of any hght XO m y  have. Md XO herag r e s e w  all 
such rights, to seek immediete relief for S W s  contlnued ntusel, after months of negO(lati0n 
betwean the partles, to implement those prwlslons of the TRO not 8ffected by appeal or 
vacatur. 
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XO notea that, pursuant o Section 2.1 of tho sacond Amendment Superding Cortah 
Intervening Lm, Compsnwticn, I m n o c t i o n  and Trunking Prw)slona of tho wrtent ICA and 
paragraph r33 of me ~rienniai Revlew amand OW, the existing terms of me pevtiao' ICA 
conunue in effect untll such the  as ma Parties have executed a mitten amendment to the ICA 
As such, XO oxpscts tha? both it and SBC wlU Wnue 10 honor all term end oondtticna ofthe 
current InteroormecUon agreement umil such time a8 a wrttten amendment la executed. 

Tho main mmpany contact tar these n n s  Is: 

Oegi 
Direaor Regulatory Contracts 
1 i 1 1  1 Sunset Hitto Road 
R m .  VA 20190 
703-647-2109 voioe 
703-547-2300 tacsimne 
Eman aegl.leegsr8xo.cam 

Please, initiate the lntemal pmeasee within SBC that wilt fdliteh thlb reguest. and 
respond to thls lenor as expdtia~sly as possible wlth wrltten aGknowlodgsment of your receipt 
50 that wa may -In the negMlatkn plocass. 

our revitzed inlefconnsctkn agrement, the wire centers in your operating areas that sstlsfy ths 
Tier 1, Tier 2, end Tier 3 crlterk for dwkaied transp4ct end OS1 and D59 loope must be 
idantffied and wrwled. Accordingly, XO heroby requests that SBC pmvlde all badtupdata 
riecwsary to w f y  the numbor of lines and the iderrtlty of tho flber-btwd cdlocahxg by end 
office for oach end otllcs that SBC dalms fell wlthin each tier 88 thoee tlora are defined in the 
Trfenrdal R&ew Remand O a r .  Thls date should be provided by no latw than FMey, 

Further, in order to timely incorporate tho Triennlal Revlew R m W  Orders rulos into 

FebNaW26,2005. 

, _, - - __c______ 
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February 18,2066 

v 
68ccantractAdministretkn 
ATTN NotlcssManager 
31 I S. Aicllrd, 9"' floor 
Four Boil plaza 
DmlIa6,Tx 76202-6398 

On Februacy 4.2005. the Fedoral Ccfnmunicatlons Commission CFCC") rdeeesd the 
tea 0th Order on Remand in In the Melior of Revlav of the SSGtkn 251 UnbunUUng 
OlVbetbns of Incumbent Local Enchswe c8rrisn, CC Dccket No. 01-338 (Vfennlal Revtew 
Remend Ordsr). The wles adopted In the Tdmnkl R O W  Remend O~J~ccmstltub a change 
in law under the current hterconnsctlon agramem (xA") between XO' and Mchlgan BOII 
Telephone Company M d  SBC Michigan CSeC). Pursuant to Ssctlon 2.1 d the Second 
Amendment Supemedjng Certain intervening Law, compensaticn, interconnection and 
Trunkhg Provroions of that iCA, formal w r b n  notlce is required to begin the proww'of entering 
into negotiations to arrive at an amendment to implement into the ICA the FCC'r determinations 
in the Tdennbl R O W  Rmand Order. 

Accordingly. we hereby provide this notice, and request that 5% bq 'n  gaod-faith 
negotiations under Section 252 ct the 1906 Telecom Ad Cyreotod toward reaching 8 mutually 
agrseabb IcA a m o n d m  that fully and properly Implements the changes tha have axxlrrsd 
%s a result of the Tdm?&/ Review Ramend O e .  In addillon. fomwJ notrCe is hereby bdng 
given for purposee 0) agah commencing negoUatbns on the changes In law implemented by 
the Trlennhql Review Orderthat wore unaffected by the T&mn/a/ Review Remand OnIw? We 
lntsnd that the negotldons wlll indude the &ecI d aeauOn 271 of the 1996 Tdecom Aot cn 
SBCs ongoing abilgaUm to provide access to c.rtllin unbundbd network elements, as well as 
independent stew aumorlty to ordor unbundling. 

~ 

' TO." far pucpases of this notice. mfm to XO Commuricatlons Services, inc., on behalf of 
and/or BB ~WXBBBOT in interest to XO Michigan, Inc, 
The inclusion d changes In law implememsd by the ftiennlal Roview Ordor in this request 

should not be construed 86 a waiver of any dght XO may have, and XO hereby mserves all 
such r@W, to seek immsdlate reIM for SBc'a continued refusal, after marthe d negotiation 
W e o n  the parties, to irnplemrnt thoee pro~lslons of the TRO rm afl- by appeal (w 

vacatur. 

q.xo.com 

http://q.xo.com
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, XO notes that, pursuant ta Sedion 2.1 of the Second Amendment Supersadlng Certain 
Intervening Law, Compmsatkm, lntorconnectlon and Trunklng Provisions of ths anrsnt ICA end 
parasraph 233 of the T d m w  Revk?w Rrwnand Order. the existlw terms of me partied ICA 
cwrtinue h alfen until CKlCh time a0 the Partiee havc executed a w r m  amendment m Iho ICA 
Aa such, XO e x p ~ ~ 3 ~  that both it end SBC will mnunue to honor fill t m s  and d i t l o n s  of tho 
CUM intmnection agrement untll such U r n  as a wrltten amendrpnnt is exoaRed. 

The main company contact for these negotiations is: 

Oegi m e r  
Director Regulatory Contracts 
11111 SunsetHllsRoad 
FlWon.VA 20190 

703-547-2300 facsimile 
Emall: gegi.ieegerOm.com 

Please initiate the intomal procewem wfthii SBC that will facilitate this request, and 

703-547-2109 V d C e  

respond to this istter a8 expdthdy  88 m l b l e  with written acknowledgement of your receipt 
sothat we may begin the n m  process. 

our revlsed interconnection agresment, the wire centers in your opemtlnu arees that satisfy the 
Tier 1, Tier 2, and mer 3 criteria for dedicated transport and DSl and DS3 bopa must be 
identified and ver l f i .  Accordingly, XO hereby requests that SBC p W d e  all backup data 
necessary ta veriry the number of lines and the identity of me fiber-based collccatm by end 
o f f i i  for each end Mice that SBC claim6 fell within each tfor as thoae tiers am defined In me 

Further, h order te timely incorporate the TMn/a /  Revlow R m W  O&fs rules into 

. ~ . . . ~  
T&nW Re* Remand Omk Thk data should be pmlded by no later than Fridby. 
February 25,206. 

Sincerely, 

Gegi Leeger 
Director Regulatory Contracts 

Iv*w.*D.Com 

http://gegi.ieegerOm.com
http://Iv*w.*D.Com
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USA 

February t8,2005 

F 
SBC contract Administmion 
A T I N  NdlmManager 
31 1 S. Akard. Qm Floor 
Four Bell Plaza 
WlaS,TX 75202-5398 

On February 4,2006, the Federal Cornmunicatians Cornmisfdon CFCC') released the 
text of its Older on Remand In In the Mattw d Revbw of- SecUon 251 Unbundlng 
Obliwdfon8 ot IncumOonr Local Exchet&m Ca&m, CC Docket No. 01 -330 (7rlennipI Review 
Remand W). The rules adopted in the Tflmkd R N w  Rmend Orcbrcondtute a change 
in law under the current I n t e r c o n n m  agreement ("KAY between XO' and Southweetern Bell 
Telephone, L.P. dmra SBC Maaourl('sec*). Pursuant to Section 21 ot !he Semnd 
Amendment SupMsedlng CSrtacI Intowenin0 Law, Compeneatbn, Intsmnnectfa, 
Trunklnq Provieion8 of that ICA. h l  wMton notlco 18 required to begln the procese of enterlng 
into n m a k n s  to arrive at an amendment to Implarnment Into the ICA the FCC's detetmlnations 
in the T . n l a l  Revfew Remand O r d ~ .  

Accordingly, we hereby provide thl8 notice, and request that SBC begln god-falth negotiations 
under Ssctlon 252 of r b  1996 T d m  Act dlrected toward reaching a mutually egremble ICA 
amendment that fuUy and pmpdy implements the changes that have occurred M a result d the 
triennlel Revlew Remand Ckkx In addltkm, fonnal no(lce is hereby being given for purposea 
of egah cammoncing negotlations M the changes In hw Implementtad by the Tibnn/a/ Revlsw 
Orderthat were unaifecmd by tho Trfennirrr &vkw R m W  &k2 We intend that the 
negot&lions wlll indude the dtect of uectbn 271 of the 1996 Telecom Act on SBC's ongoing 
obligation to provide acces6 to cerlaln unbundled notwork elommts, a8 well as Independent 
state whodry to order unbundling. 

-~ ~ 

' 90," for purpwes of this notice. refem to Xo Comrnunkeiiona Swims,  Inc,, ~1 behalt of 
andor a6 successor in Interest to XO Mlss~rl ,  Inc. * The idwrbn of aheng~ll in lew implemented by the Trtennial Review Order in thlr request 
should not be constR18d 0s a waiver of any rlght XO rnny haw, and XO hereby reserves all 
such rfgMe, to seek Immediate dii for SBC's contlnusd refusal, aftor months of negotielion 
between the parties, to implement those provisions of the TRO no4 affected by pppd OI 
vecatur. 

WVIMI) worn 
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XO notes that, pureuarn 0 sectron 2.1 of the secand Amendment Superseding Certeln 
Intmming Law, Compcnsation, tniwoonn- and T~nldng Provisions of the c u m  ICA and 
paragiaph 233 of the Tr#onda/ Review RomW O@r, the exJa?lnp terms ot the parties' ICA 
continw, in eftact until sudr Ime as the P a d  hew exBcutBd a written mndmclnt  to the ICA. 
AS wch, XO titat both It and SBC win continue to honor an tarme and condltkns ofthe 
current lntarconnectlan egraement until such time as a written amsndment is executed. 

please initrats the Internal pra0es.w within SBC that will facintete thls request, and 
respond to thls letter as expod[tiously 8s possible with written advrowledgemnt of your receipt 
90 that wa may b a n  the nogotiatbn proc%sw. 

Further, in order to timely incwparate the Tdemia/ Review #mmU O W s  ruleg lnto 
our rwised interconnection agseement, the wire csntenr in your oporatlng ares that satisfy the 
ner 1, Tior 2, and Tier 3 ulterb for dedloatod transport and DSI and 053 loow must be 
idenUfied and verified. Accordingly, XO hereby request8 that SBC prmde all badcup.daEa 
n-ry to verify the number of llnes and the Identhy of the flbor-bascd coNccatMs by snd 
oWce for each end OffrM that SBC claims fall within sech tier as tho60 tlets sm dellned in the 
Tdennhi Review Remand Order. Thia deta should be pnrvldod by no later than Friday, 
February 25,2005. 

Slncerdy, 
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Februery 18,2006 - 
SBC Omtract AdministratIan 
A m :  NotkmManager 
311 S.Akrvd,ghFloor 
Four Bell Plaza 
Dallas. TX 75202-6398 

On Februury 4,2005, the Federal Ccmmunlc8tlons Commission ("FCC") released tho 
text of its Order on Remand In In me MmWof Review Opthe sectfan 25251 Un&unU#ng 
Ob/i@ons of Imumtwnf Local Exchange CaMem, CC Docket No. 01438 (TtUnnid Review 
Remand W). The rules adopted in the Ttfennla/ Revfew Remand Drderconstllute a change 
in law under me current interconnsction agreement ("EA") beolveen XO' and Ohb BoR 
Telephone Company Wa/ SBC Ohio ("SBC"). Pursuant to Soctlon 2 1  of tha Seoond 
Ammdtmnt Supemedlng C M n  Intervening Law, Compensation, lnterconnsctlon apd 
Tnnklng Provisions of that ICA, formal wrlttsn notice is required to begin the process of entering 
into fwgbtiations to arrive at an amendment to Implement Into the ICA the K=cs detenlnatlons 
in the Ttiennlel Revfew Remand O h .  

Acoordlngly, we hereby provfde thk n o w ,  and request that SEC begin gmd-faith 
negoUatims under Seaion 252 of the 1998 Telmm Act directed toward reeching a mutually 
agreeable ICA menm that idly and properly implements the changes that have ocourred 
as a result of tho Tr&mid Review Ramend order. In additton, formal rotiOe k hereby being 
given for  purposes of ei@n camn#ldng negopiations on the ahangee In law implementad by 
me rm&i ~ev iew order mat were unaff Bcted by the Ttiiennil ~eview Remand O r u d  We 
Intend that the negotiations will include the Mect of Bsdion 271 of the 1f49t3 lelecom Aot on 
SBC's ongoin$ obllgatlon to provide accese to certain unbundled network elements, as well as 
independent state authorfty to OM unbundflng. 

' To." for purposes of this notlce, refee to Xo "rIuntcatlon6 Services, Inc., on behalf of 
andlor M sucoBBsor in interest to XO Ohb, Inc. 
The inclusion d changes In law lrnplementsd by the Trlennkl Review Order in this request 

should not he construed as a waiver of any right XO may have, and XO hereby reserves all 
such rights, to seek immediate relief for SBC'e aontinued refusal, after of m a t i o n  
betw0.n the partim, to implement those pmvldcm of the TRO not affected by appeal 01 
V 6 a k W .  

__ 
I ------ I 
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XO notes that, pursuant ?XI sootkm 2.1 of tha S m n d  Amendment §upemding Certah, 
lntwvdng law, Campensation, Intemnectlon svld Tmnking Provlalcns of the current ICA and 
paragraph 233 of the T'id Review Remand Ch&, tho exlstinp terms d me partles' IC% 
m n u e  in effect unul such tlmo EIB the Partfee have exsated a wrtnen emendmem tu the tCk 
As a h ,  XO expec(s that both It and SBC vAll continue to honor d term8 and aondkims of the 
current lntorconnectim agreemenf until such tlme as a wltten amendment la executed. 

The main company cmtact for these nsgoWons is: 

aeol Losaw 
ohector Regulatory contraots 
11111 SuneetHlllsRoed 
Reston,VA 20190 

703347-2300 facsimile 
Erslail: gegI.leeger8)xo.com 

P b  inmete me internal proceeses within SBC that will facllltate this request, and 

703647-21 OB Voioe 

respond to thls letter es expeditiously as p c ~ l o  WHh mitten aokndedgement of your receipt 
w that we may be& the negodlatlon proceoe. 

our revised intoconnection agreemonZ the wlm centers In your operating area6 that satisfy tho 
Tier 1, Tier 2, rand mer 3 crltefia for Wjcated banspoit and DSI and DS3  loops most be 
ldermfied and verlfled. Accordingly. XO hereby requssts msd SBC provide all backupdate 
necessary to verffy the number ol Ilnea and the identity of the flbsr-based oollocators by end 
c4fiw for each end offke that SBC chlme fall wfthln each tier as mo6e tiers are deflned in the 
TtiannM Rsvlew Remand Onfor. Thls date ehoukl be proVrded by m later than Frlday, 
February 25,2005. 

Further, In order to tlmely hcoporate the Tdennid Revisw Rmand OnWs rules into 

Sinceply, 

http://gegI.leeger8)xo.com
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SeC Contmct Admlnlstratfon 
ATTN: NoticesManager 
31 1 S. Akarrl. 9' Floor 
Four Bell Plaza 
Dalbs,TX 75202-5398 

On February 4,2006, the Fmderal Communlcatlons Comlssiw, ("FCC) released the 
text of its Order on Remand in In ths Mtlltor dRevtckv ofthe sscbbn261 U m n g  
Obl&latiDns Ot incumbent Local Exctrangs &I&, CC Docket No. 01 -338 ( 7 d m I a l  Review 
Reinand O m .  The rules adopted In the Trlonnxd Review Remend Order- a change 
in law under the current Interamnoction agreement ('IC%') belween Xo' and Southwestem Sell 
Tdephrme, L.P. W a  SBC O M a h m  (“Set"). Pursuant to Soaim 2.1 of the Second 
Amendment Superseding Cettain Interning Law, Cornpensstton. InterconnecWon a@ 
Trunklng Plwislons of that ICA, formal written notlee is required to besin the pmem d entering 
into negotiatlonr, to arrive at an amendment to implement Into the ICA the FCCs dstennlnsltions 
in the Trienniel Revfew RemandOrder. 

Accordingly, wa hereby provide tMs notice, and roquest thet SBC b q l n  good-faith nogotiations 
under 8ection 252 c4 the 1996 Telecom Act directed tovvard reeohlng a mutWny agreeable ICA 
amendmem that fully and properly Implements tho changea that have oocurred as a reauk of the 
Trfmnkl Revlew R m d  Odtx In addltlon. fdmtal notice is hamby being ghren for purposes 
of again commendng mgotlaflon6 on ths changes in lew implemented by the 7 h ~ n W  Ravlsw 
Ordsrthat wre unaffcted by th6 Tdflnial R e W  Remend Order? We htsnd that the 
nqdaaons will indude the affect of sedion 271 of the 1996 Telecom Act on SBC's ongoing 
obllgatlon to provtda access to certain unbundled network elements, as well as lndependenl 
atate eulhorlty to order unbundling. 

' TO," for purposes Ot this notioe, ntua to XO ~ u n ~ c a t ~ o n o  services, too., on ~ a t f  of 
andor BS wccesor In intorent to XO Oklahoma, Inc. * The indusion of changes in law Implemented by the TMnial Review Order In this requdst 
should not be cbnstrued a8 a walver of any tight XO mny have, and XO hereby reserve8 all 
such rights, to seek immediate rellel for SBC's conthlued refusal, .after months of negdation 
b.hveen the parties, to Implement t h e  provlsbns of the TRO not affected by appeal or 
vacatur. 

-amom 
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XO notes that, pursuant to secticn 2.1 of tho S m d  Amendment Superseding Certsin 
Intervening Law, Compcmmtlon, Interronn&on end Trunking P~Oviskns of the currunt ICA and 
paragraph 233 af the Tfiennia/ R d e w  R.mcvrclCwer, the exldstlng torms d the partkd ICA 
Eontlnue In effecf unlll such ffmo as the Parties have exeaa~rd a w#en amendment 10 the ICA. 
Ae such, XO ucpectstha! both it and SBC wll mlnueta honor ell termand amdims at the 
cumnt lntemnnm aerwment unW such thns as a mitten amendment Is executed. 

me mah company contect for these negotlationa Is: 

Gegi Lwsr 
Pirsctor Regulatory Contracts 
11111 S~nMHilkRoed 
Roston,VA 20190 

703-547-2300 facsimile 
Email: gegLleegerOxo.com 

Please inhiate the l m a l  procrnrses within SBC that wlll fadlitate this roqulwt. and 

703-647-2109 VOiM 

mapond to this latter a8 expedltlwaly as posdble rn w r b n  a e k n o w l o d e ~  d your receipt 
so that we may begln tho nspdletion prooosg 

our revised interconnodion agreement, tho wlre center6 in your oporatlng eman that SUE& the 
Tbr 1, TIM 2, and Tier 3 critnrh for dedicaed transport and DS1 end DS3 loope must be 
idenURed and wrffied. Aumctingly, XO hereby requests that SBC provkle all backup.data 
necbssary to wrWy the rmmber of fins3 and the idsnwy of the fiPBl-based collocatam by end 
oftlee for enoh end office tM SBC dalms fall within each tler aw those tlem are defined k the 
Tri&mk~l W w  Remand onkr. ThrS data should be prwided by no later Man Frlday, 
February 26,2005. 

Further, in orUer to thnOry I n c u m  the Triennial Redw Remand Order's rules into 

Sfncerel y, 

http://gegLleegerOxo.com


February 18,1006 

sBccontractAdmfniatratkn 
A m :  Nc(icssMene~ 
31 1 S. Akard, e" Floor 
Four Bdl Pleza 
Dallas, 7% 75202-5396 

On F&~ary 4,2006, the Federal Cunmunicmiom Commisabn ("FCC? reieased the 
text of Its order on Remand In In thn Matter d Revfew ofthe seclrcm 251 Unbundnne 
abnos- of Incumbent Locat Exchngp Canfets, CC Docket No. 01-338 (T!hwmw Revlsw 
Remandozder"). The ~ l e s  adapted in the Tnronniel R&ew R e m a n u o 7 c k K ~  a change 
In law under the current intorcxmneukm agrearnsnt ( W A Y  betwoen XO1 end Soum~eatem Beti 
Telephone, LP. drma SBC T m  o. Purwant to Section 2.1 of tho S m d  Amendment 
Superseding Certain Intervening Law, Compenmtiort, I-- end Truntung PrWision% 
d that ICA, formal wrHten Wca i8 required to begin the prome d entering into negotiations to 
arrive at an amenanem to Jmplembnt Into the ICA the E C ' s  determinations In the T m  
Rsvisw Remand O*. 

TO," for purposes of this notice, refera to XO cornmunicatlons Sen/fcec, ~ffi., on behalf d 
andlor am BU~CBBBDT in interest to XO Tern. Inc, 

The lnduslm d changes In law implemented by the Ttlermkl Revlw'Orrkr in thls request 
should not be conetnred n8 a w a k  of any right XO may have, and XO hereby mm all 
such rights, to seek Immediate Mlsf for SBC5 Eantinuod refusal, aftor m r b  d negotiation 
between the parties, to implement those provisions of the TRO not altsded by appeal or 
vacatur. 

l.------- >--- 
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XO notes mat. pursuant to Ssctkn 2.1 of the Second Amendmen! Supersedln~ Certain 
lmwvenlng Law, Compensation, lnterconnecakm and 'frunklng Provisions of the current ICA and 
paragiaph 233 of the tr(0nnbl R e m  Rern.nd m, the exlstlng terra of the prW ICA 
contlnue h effect untll such tme as tho FWes have exwted a written amendment to the ICA 
Ae amh. XO wqecta that both it and SBCwlU continus to honor dl temwr end conditfons ofthe 
cuwent interconnection agreement undil awh time BB 4 written em- io executed. 
Furlhennore, 88 both SBC and XO urn partlee to Docket No. 28821 - Armatlon of Non.cosplng 
issues for Suoceaeor Interccxlnocbion Agreements 0 the Teres 271 Agreement, XO provfdw 
notlco to SBC that It expecbs the parlks to nqouate implementation of the Trfennid Re&w 
Rwnand *, pursuant paragraph 233 of the T~fenrW Rwbw Reinand Order. 60 mat the 
resulting Intoreonnedbn agrment reflect6 such Tlennlel Revfew Remand Qrder, 

The main company contact for these negotlaUons 18: 

G q i  Leegw 
Director Regulatwy ContraaS 
11111 SunsetHilisRW 
Restcn,VA 20190 
7034547.21 09 VC~CO 
703-547-2300 facalmlk 
Email: gegi.leegerexo.com 

Please Initiate the lntomnl processes within SBC that Wrll facilitate thb request, and 
respond bo this letter 88 e m l y  as posalMe wlth written aoknonrledgemerrt of your recelpt 
so that we may begtn the negotiation pnxws. 

ow revlaed interconnection agreement, the wlro cenfnm In your operatsno ereas that setlsfy tho 
Tler 1, Tler 2, and Tier 3 crtterla for dedicated transport end OS1 and OS3 loope m w t  be 
IdemHied and verified. Accordingly, XO heroby rsqueste tlvlt SBC provide all backup ate 
necessary to verify the number of I h  and the idenUty of the fiber-baaed coflooatom by snd 
Mce for each end office that SBC claims fall wlthln each UM as those tlera are defined in the 
Ttfmnlel Ftwiew Remand Odw. Thle data should be pmlfdsd by no later than Friday, 
February 25,2006. 

Further, in odor to timely lnwrporate tho Tn'ennflel Review R m n d  C W w k  rules intn 

http://gegi.leegerexo.com
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March 8, 2005 

VIA OVERNIGHT MAIL 

Anthony M. Black 
Assistant General Counsel 
Verizon 
1515 North Courthouse Road, Suite 500 
Arlington, VA 22201 

Re: Verizon Response to XO February 18,2005 Letters 

Dear Mr. Black: 

XO Communications, Inc. (“XO”) appreciates Verizon’s prompt response to XO’s letters 
requesting negotiations to incorporate recent changes of federal law into the parties’ 
interconnection agreements (“ICAs”). That response, however, is inconsistent with federal law 
and the ICAs, and XO provides the following reply to explain its position. 

XO is well aware that Verizon has issued notices stating its intention unilaterally to 
implement Verizon’s interpretation of the Triennial Review Remand Order (“TRRO). Moreover, 
XO did respond to Verizon’s February 10, 2005 notice. In its response, XO explained why 
Verizon’s intended course of action, as outlined in Verizon’s February 10, 2005 notice, violates 
the requirements of the TRRO. Contrary to your assertion, there is not a single word in the 
FCC’s TRRO order that states that its implementing regulations bar CLECs from ordering new 
Discontinued Facilities . . .“irrespective of the terms of existing section 252 interconnection 
agreements.” Indeed, Verizon’s latest “self-help” proposal is fundamentally inconsistent with the 
TRRO requirement that “the incumbent LEC and competitive LEC must negotiate in good faith 
regarding any rates, terms, and conditions necessary to implement our rule changes.” TRRO 1 
233 (emphasis added). That Order, moreover, provides that “carriers have twelve months from 
the effective date of this Order to modify their interconnection agreements, including 
completing any change of law process.” TRRO 
issue is not what Verizon’s rights are or are not, but whether language reflecting those rights 
must be negotiated and if necessary arbitrated so that they are properly incorporated into 
interconnection agreements. Verizon thus is required to negotiate appropriate ICA amendment 
language to implement the provisions of the TRRO, not simply Verizon take unilateral action to 
implement such provisions without amending the ICA, as required. 

143 & 196 (emphasis added). Indeed, the 

As a result, XO’s request for negotiations is not unnecessary, as you indicate. XO 
requested negotiations for ICA amendments that implement recent changes in federal law, 
including the FCC’s Triennial Review Order (“TRO) and TRRO. The issues to be negotiated 

1 



are all contained in those orders. We will provide you with proposed contract language that 
addresses all of these issues shortly. XO has no intention of delaying timely implementation of 
the latest federal requirements, as Verizon has done with provisions of the TRO that do not 
benefit Verizon, but such timely implementation will require the cooperation of Verizon which, to 
date, has not been forthcoming. 

Verizon's willful refusal to negotiate over language that incorporates the rights of the 
parties in light of the changes in law arising out of the TRO and TRRO comes at your own risk. 
XO intends to offer specific language reflecting its understanding of its legal rights. If Verizon 
refuses to negotiate over these terms, XO will seek arbitration and will seek to bar Verizon from 
offering any alternative language to that offered by XO that was not first presented by Verizon 
as part of the negotiation process. 

Verizon's revisionist history of events since the FCC issued its TRO is a prime example 
of Verizon's recalcitrance. XO received Verizon's notices of that order and request for 
negotiation, and XO responded that XO. too, wished to engage in good faith negotiations. 
Verizon, however, refused to engage in such negotiations. Verizon instead filed for arbitration in 
every state where it had a telephone operating company. Verizon subsequently filed a motion 
to dismiss XO from certain state proceedings based on Verizon's erroneous interpretation of the 
change of law provisions in some of XO's interconnection agreements. In ruling on Verizon's 
motion, no state commission substantively agreed with Verizon's position that Verizon could 
unilaterally cease providing unbundled network elements without first negotiating an 
amendment to XO's interconnection agreement. Moreover, while the arbitration was pending, 
XO continued to negotiate an amendment with Verizon and continues to seek negotiation of 
appropriate contract language to implement requirements of both the TRO and the TRRO. XO 
certainly will work within the framework of existing proceedings, to the extent they exist, but that 
should not delay the parties' efforts to negotiate appropriate ICA amendments. 

XO rejects Verizon's refusal to include Section 271 and state-required unbundled 
network elements ("UNEs") in the negotiations. Verizon's state unbundling requirements must 
be considered as long as those requirements are in effect. The plain language of Section 271 
requires Verizon to provide certain UNEs pursuant to an ICA. 47 U.S.C. 5 271(c)(2). Neither 
the availability of special access services under Verizon tariffs nor Verizon's so-called 
"commercial agreements" offered outside the section 252 process can satisfy Verizon's Section 
271 obligations. Verizon's refusal to negotiate just and reasonable rates, terms, and conditions 
for these UNEs is further evidence of Verizon's continuing bad faith. 

The most immediately troubling aspect of your letter is Verizon's anticipatory breach of 
the parties' ICAs by stating Verizon's intention to reject orders for UNEs that Verizon contends 
are to be under "the unconditional no-new-add directive ordered in the TRRO." The FCC would 
not have expressly required the rates, terms, and conditions in the TRRO be incorporated into 
CAS if no amendment were necessary. Indeed, Verizon apparently recognizes the need for 
ICA amendments by proposing just such an amendment that "must be completed early enough 
within the transition period that the transition of the embedded base itself be completed before 
the transition period closes." Verizon's threatened refusal to comply with its lawful and effective 
CAS will serve only to further delay appropriate implementation of the TRRO if XO must devote 
its limited resources to taking actions necessary to compel Verizon to comply with its ICAs. 

2 
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XO will proceed as if Verizon intended to negotiate in good faith for ICA amendments to 
establish appropriate rates, terms, and conditions to implement the TRRO and other changes in 
federal law. If Verizon refuses to respond accordingly, XO will take the steps necessary to 
enforce its legal rights. 

Sincerely, 

Gegi Leeger 

cc: Douglas Kinkoph 
Jeffrey A. Masoner 
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March 7,2005 

Mr. Jeffrey Carlisle 
Chief, Wireline Competition Bureau 
Federal Communications Commission 
The Portals 
445 1 ~ ' ~  Street, S.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Re: WC Docket No. 04-313; CC Docket No. 01-338: 
In the Matter of Unbundled Access to Network Elements, Review of the Section 
251 Unbundling Obligations of Incumbent Local Exchange Carriers: Triennial 
Review Order on Remand 

Dear Mr. Carlisle: 

I am writing on behalf of XO Communications, Inc. ( " X U ) .  As you are well aware, the recent 
Order on Remand released in the above referenced Docket ("TRRO'), requires that CLECs and ILECs 
undertake all necessary steps to in good faith amend their existing interconnection agreements ("/CA) in 
order to implement the changes reflected in the TRRO. In addition, the Commission provided a transition 
period of either 12 or 18 months, depending on the affected UNE, in order to effectuate such ICA 
changes and transition off all de-listed UNEs. Unfortunately, SBC has taken it upon itself to ignore this 
clear directive of the Commission by unilaterally implementing its view of the TRRO without the good faith 
negotiation the Commission has made clear is required. Below we outline the unfortunate, albeit not 
unexpected, actions SBC has already taken in the short period of time since the TRRO was released to 
again thwart XOs efforts to seamlessly comply with Commission directives to ensure the smooth 
transition of their customers to alternative service arrangements for affected UNEs. 

On or about February 11,2005, SBC sent to XO Accessible Letter Numbers CLECALL05-019 
and CLECALL05-020 ("Accessible Letters"), in which SBC claims, among other things. that 

1. as of March 11,2005, XO "may not place, and SBC will no longer provision New, 
Migration or Move Local Service Requests (LSRs) for affected elements", and that this 
directive is '"operative notwithstanding interconnection agreements or applicable tariffs": 
and 

2. a signature-ready ICA Amendment, prepared solely by SBC, was made available as of 
February 21, 2005, which XO should "download, print, complete and refurn to SBC by 
March 10,2005. 

See SBC Accessible Letters, attached hereto as Exhibit A (emphasis added). On February 18, 2005, XO 
sent (i) a letter to SBC rebutting SBC's positions in its Accessible Letters as violative of the TRRO, and (ii) 
written requests to enter into good faith negotiations to amend their CAS in the SBC territory states to 
incorporate the rule changes necessitated by the TRRO. See XO Rebuttal Letter and XO Request 
Letters, attached hereto as Exhibits B and C, respectively. On February 24, 2005, SBC responded to the 
XO Rebuttal Letter, again refusing to enter into the good faith negotiations required by the TRRO. See 
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